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students wrote well enough to score at or above the mid-point of the 
4-point scale. About 9.02% of the sixth graders and 12.59% of the 
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conventions. Writing scores have improved at the sixth grade level at 
2.5 and above from previous years ^ but there was a slight decline in 
grade eight scores • Also, regional scores varied somewhat but were in 
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FOREWORD 



The North Carolina Annual Writing Assessment has been in place for seven years. We can 
be proud of the improvement shown on thu performance test, which allows students to 
demonstrate higher order thinldng skills. We can attribute the improvement in test scores to a 
change in attitude by educators toward writing instruction. The assessment program defined good 
writing and provided a structure for staff development at the state and local levels. As a result of 
this extensive sttuff development, the amount of writing being done in the classroom has increased; 
and writing scores have improved, making it obvious tfiat writing is a teachable skill. 

It is encouraging to note that the writing assessment is not a minimal skills test. Standards 
for the assessment are high. Students who score at the top of the scale would be judged as "good 
writers" by any measure. As the cm;:hasis on writing continues, we expect the improving quality 
of writing to be noticeable as students enter high school. With stronger writing skills, students 
will find that they can communicate ttieir ideas more effectively in other subjects. 




Bob Etheridge 

State Superintendent of Public Instruction 
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ABSTRACT 



In 1982, the Annual Testing Commission recommended that writing be added to the North 
Carolina Annual Testing Program because writing is a basic skill and can be improved with 
appropriate emphasis. In 1989-90, sixth-grade students were asked to write a clarification 
composition focusing on their special day and explaining why they prefer the special day, and 
eighth-grade students were asked to write a letter to their prisicipal persuading the principal with 
sufficient elaboration, that the new subject of their choice should be taught at their school. The 
quality of the compositions was determined based on the composing characteristics of main idea, 
supporting detail, organization and coherence, and they were scored using a focused holistic score 
scale of 1 to 4. A second, independent score of a or "-" was obtamed from each reader on the 
student's performance with respect to the usage of standard English conventions. Each of the 
80,902 sixth-grade student papers was read by tv/o readers with a perfect agreement rate of 71.95 
percent; 77,976 eighth-grade papers had a perfect agreement rate of 70,42 percent. The results of 
the VTitmg test for public school students were as follows: 

1 . 50.66 percent of the sixth graders wrote well enough to score at or above the mid-point of 
the 4 point scale. About 9.02 percent of the sixth graders received a score of 3.5 or 4.0, 
and 15.34 percent scored 1.0 or 1.5. 

2 . About 60.22 percent of the eighth graders wrote well enough to score at or above the mid- 
point of the 4 point scale. Approximately 12.59 percent of the eighth graders scored 4.0 or 
3.5, and about 10.36 percent scored 1.0 or 1.5. 

3 . A majority of the students (65 .54 percent of sixth graders and 62.97 percent of eighth 
graders) displayed a reasonable command of English conventions. Only 16.08 percent of 
the sixth graders and 16.00 percent of the eighth graders were deficient in these skills. 

Interpretation of writing scores across years must be made with ca-e because of the 
difference in writing prompts, change in grade levels, time of year of the assessment, and 
emphasis within the classroom. In previous years, writing scores have improved at both grade six 
and grade eight when clarification and persuasive writing were tested. This year scores improved 
at the sixth grade at 2.5 and above but there was a slight decline in grade eight scores. The 
regional scores varied somewhat but were in line with statewide averages. The scores for 
individual school systems, however, varied widely. 
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STATE KEPORT 
TESTING WRITING: GRADES SIX AND EIGHT, 1989-90 
THE ANNUAL TESTING PROGRAM 



At the November, 1982, meeting of the State Board of Education, the Annual Testing 
Commission recommended that writing be added as an assessment area to the North Carolina 
Annual Testing Pro^^. The Annual Testing Commission believed that: (1) statewide emphasis 
on writing instruction was needed; (2) the measurement of writing would improve staff 
development and instructional efforts in the area of writing; (3) more time and resources were 
needed for teaching writing; and (4) as a result of the writing assessment, there would be more 
instruction in writing in the public schools. The Commission also strongly believed that writing 
was and continues to be a basic skill and can be improved with appropriate emphasis. 

The attached report describes the writing task which was administered in 1989-90 and 
explains how student compositions were scored. Grade six students were tested on their ability to 
write a clarification composition focusing on a special day explaining why the particular day was 
special to them. Eighth graders were evaluated on their skills in writing a persuasive letter 
convincing their principal that a particular new subject should be taught at their school. On the day 
of testing, individual copies of the prompt were removed from sealed envelopes and given to each 
student who then had fifty minutes to complete the composition. Each paper was scored at a 
central site by two experienced, trained readers. 

As one of two scores, the composition was assigned either a 1, 2, 3, 4, or Non-Scorable, 
which reflected the reader's general impression of each student's performance with respect to a set 
of piespecified criteria for each score point (focused holistic scoring). The quality of each 
composition was determined by considering such characteristics as (1) main idea, (2) supportive 
details, (3) organization and (4) coherence. A focused holistic score was assigned to each 
student's paper based on these characteristics. In general, those responses that fell within the 
lower score-point range (1 and 2) of the score scale were those that, while they identified a main 
idea, failed to or just met the minimum criteria for supporting details because of a loss of focus or a 
vagueness in word choice. In these cases, characteristics of organization and coherence were 
rarely a factor in determining a student's overall score. As a rule, only those students who 
elaborated such that they demonstrated facility in all or most of the four characteristics achieved 
higher score-point values (3 and 4). 

The student's ability to use standard writing conventions (i.e., giammar, spelling, usage, 
and sentence formation) was not included in determining a student's focused holistic score. A 
second, independent score was obtained from each reader on the student's performance with 
respect to the usage of standard English conventions. This score was reported as a "+" or "-" 
The "+" paper exhibited an acceptable level of sldlls in sentence formation, usage, and mechanics; 
the "-" paper did not exhibit an acceptable level. 

At the sixth-grade level, each of the 80,902 student papers was read by two readers, with a 
perfect agreement rate of 71.95 percent. At the eighth-grade level, 77,976 student papers had a 
perfect agreement rate of 70.42 percent Only .50 percent of the sbcth-grade scores and .62 percent 
of the eighth-grade scores differed by more than one point. At each grade level, there were 120 
papers that had been preassigned a true score, lliey were not distinguishable from any other 
papers and were circulated and scored daily by randomly selected readers. At the sbcth-grade level, 
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readers had absolute agreement with the scores of these papers 80.5 percent of the time at the 
eighth grade they agreed 77.3 percent of the time. This agreement rate is similar to results achieved 
by other statewide writing assessments. 

The results of the writing test were as follows for public schools: 

1 . 50.66 percent of the sixth graders wrote well enough to score at or above the mid- 
point of the 4 point scale. About 9.02 percent of the sixth graders received a 
score of 3.5 or 4.0, and 15.34 percent scored 1.0 or 1.5. 

2 . About 60.22 percent of the eighth graders wrote well enough to score at or above 
the 2.5 mid-point on the 4 point scale. This midpoint is used as a screen by the 
NC Competency Test to determine the passing requirement for a high school 
diploma. Approximately 12.59 percent of the eighth graders scored 4.0 or 3.5, 
and about 10.36 percent scored 1.0 or 1.5. 

3 . On the English conventions' scores, a majority of the students (65.54 percent of 
sixth graders and 62.97 percent of the eighth graders) displayed a reasonable 
command of English conventions. Only 16.08 percent of the sixth graders and 
16.00 percent of the eighth graders were deficient in these skills. 

In the annual testing program assessment, the students are tested on four diiferent modes of 
wntmg. Sixth-grade students are asked to write either a clarification or descriptive composition, 
and eighth-grade students are asked to write cither a persuasive or point-of-view composition. The 
years that each mode of writing was administered arc shown below: 

^ SMiIirajk Ninth &Eighth <jra(if> 

1983- 84 Descnphve Persuasive 

1984- 85 Qarification Poim-of-View 

1985- 86 Clarification Persuasive 

1986- 87 Descriptive Point-of-View 

1987- 88 Qarification Persuasive 

1988- 89 Descriptive Point-of-View 

1989- 90 Clarification Persuasive 

Each year when a type of writing assessment is repeated, the same scoring criteria and 
score point standards are used as in the previous years when the types of writing were assessed, 
but the guides are tailored to fit a particular prompt and the anchor papers are changed to 
correspond to the prompt. Therefore, when examining writing scores from year to year, it is 
important to look at the years when a particular type of writing was evaluated rathtr than simply 
looking from one year to the next. 

An evaluative comparison of writing scores across years cannot be made without caution 
because wntmg prompts change each year. For instance, one prompt may be easier for students to 
respond to thf another; therefore, the scores that year could be slightly higher. Other factors 
influencing performance include change in grade level, time of the year of the assessment, and 
emphasis withm the classroom. AU of those factors, along with writing type, should be kept in 
mmd when interpreting scores. ^ 

Atlwth^^levels,scoresappcartohaveleveledoffovertheyears. At grade six, there is 
a sugm declme m 3.5 s and 4.0 s since the clarification writing was last assessed m 1987-88. 
However, there is a slight increase in the njimber of students scoring above the 2.5 mark. At the 
eighth grade level, there is a slight decline in the number of students scoring 2.5 or better when 
compared to the 1987-88 persuasive scores. However, there is a notable increased when 
compared to the 1985-86 scores. Onthelowerendof the scale, both grades had slighUy more 
1.0 s and 1.5 s than in 1987-88 but fewer for the eighth grade than in 1985-86 and for the sixth 
grade than m 1984-85. Because of the similarity in scores to past years, it appears scores in these 
two types of wnting are levelling off across years. 
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THE ANNUAL TESTING PROGRAM 
TESTING WRITING: GRADF.S SIX AND EIGHT, 1989-90 



Background 

On June 13, 1977, the North Carolina General Assembly enacted a law directing the State 
Board of Education to evaluate annually the educational rjrogress of North Carolina students in the 
first, second, third, sixth, and ninth grades. Initially, testing was limitol to reading, language arts 
and mathematics. 

Developmental efforts in the assessment of writiftg began in 1979. The Annual Testmg 
Commission over the next four years reviewed materials, met with writing consultants, determined 
criteria to be measured, developed test items and scoring guides, conducted small-scale tryouts, 
examined the procedures and products of preliminaiy studies, and conducted field studies on 
technical issues. The Commission's deliberations included public hearings to hear testimony from 
educators and the public. 

In 1 983, several test items were field tested with selected sixth and ninth graders. Students 
writing samples were collected and scored using two different methods: focused holistic scoring* 
and criterion scoring. After examining field-test results, he Annual Testing Commission chose 
items and the focused holistic scoring method to be used in tiie statewide assessment of writing 
scheduled for tiie 1983-84 school year. Sixth-grade students were asked to do descriptive writing 
in 1983-84, 1986-87 and 1988-89. They were asked to do clarification writing in 1984-85, 1985- 
86, 1987-88 and 1989-90. Nintii-grade students were asked to do persuasive writing in 1983-84 
and point-of-view writing in 1984-85. Eightii-gradc students were asked to do persuasive writing 
in 1985-86, 1987-88 and 1989-90 and point-of-view writing in 1986-87 and 1988-89. 

The Commission believes that statewide emphasis on writing instruction is needed and that 
the measurcmem of writing will encourage instructional attention to writing which, in turn, will 
improve student achievement in other areas of the curriculum. When writing is measured and the 
results are provided to teachers and students, more information will be available to use in planning 
instruction, allocating time, and securing resources necessary for those who have not made 
adequate progress in learning to write weU. In 1984, the Commission made the decision to return 
the students' essays to the schools. Copies of the scoring guides used by readers are sent to all 
sixth and eighth-grade teachers each year. The return of the students' essays allows teachers to use 
the scoring guides along with the essays to better understand Uie scoring criteria and to explain to 
parents the scores received by students each year. Writing is a basic skiU and should be measured 
m order to focus attention on its development in the State's public schools. 
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* Focused holistic scoring is the technical name given to scoring that reflects a reader's overall impression 
of a composition's quality, keeping in mind a set of prescribed characteristics and an acceptable level of proficiency. 



The Writing Task 



The sixth-grade writing task required students to write a clarification composition within 50 
r unutes focusing on a special day and explaining to the reader why the day is special. Basically, 
the writing task required students to identify the day with sufficient supporting detail so that a 
reader could understand why the daj^ was special. Throughout the composition, the writer was to 
demonstrate and maintain organization and to write coherently so that sentences and transitions 
flowed smoothly. 

The writing task at the eighth grade was to write a persuasive composition convincing the 
pnncipal that a new subject should be taught at school and providing sufficient elaboration to 
convince the principal that the students' chosen subject should be the one added. In writing 
persuasively, the writer must convince the audience to make a particular choice or to agree with the 
writer. In attempting to persuade the audience, information of sufficient power or compelling 
details inust be provided. Also, information must be presented which is deemed appropriate for 
influencing a specified audience. As with other composition, the writing must be organized and 
coherent. 

Scoring Writing Samples 

Interest in the scoring of writing samples is not new in the field of education. For a long time, 
the general feeling was that it probably is not possible and certainly is not wise to make 
assumptions about a writer's proficiency without reading actual writing samples. However, there 
were problems related to scoring large numbers of writing samples. Writing scores were 
considered generally unreliable because of the difficulty in getting scorers to agree on the rating that 
should be assigned to a writing sample. 

Within the last ten years, however, sufficient concern about the general quality of writing 
among public school and college students in this country caused instructional and measurement 
specialists alike to reopen the issues related to scoring writing samples. Sufficient research has 
been conducted to isolate the sources of historic unreliability in writing scores. Because of these 
efforts, more reliable scores are possible when reader training and scoring procedures are carefully 
controlled and monitored. 



Focused holistic scoring has proven to be a versatile and a fairly reliable method of scoring 
wntiiig samples. It is used by Texas, South Carolina, Maryland, New Jersey, and Connecticut in 
their writing assessments and has been adopted for use in North Carolina. 

Focused holistic scoring (as defined by the Annual Testing Commission) is closely related to 
holistic scoring, and an assigned score reflects a reader's general impression of each composition's 
quality. This process differs from pure holistic scoring, however, in two important ways. First, it 
requires readers to focus their attention on a set of prescribed composition characteristics and to 
assign scores based on the level of facility in these areas that the writer demonstrates. Second, this 
process requires each possible score to represent a specified level of proficiency for the set of 
composition characteristics being observed. Each point on the scale is anchored by a statement or 
senes of statements describing the proficiency level that the point represents. The Commission 
selects a sample of student papers that represents each level or score point for readers to use as an 
anchor for a particular score point The score is useful because it represente a specific type and 
level of performance. 

The second judgment made by the readers describes the writer's general proficiency with 
conventions of written composition. The reader decides whether the wiiter is or is not proficient in 
usmg accepted English conventions. 
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Reader Training 



The first objective of reader training is to capitalize on the common knowledge and 
understanding among readers and to remove, at least temporarily, the biases that readers might 
have about the importance and appropriateness of certain characteristics of written composition. 
The training matcnal is designed to define clearly each characteristic that the reader will be asked to 
evaluate. Wherever possible, the scoring guide, containing actual papers which were selected by 
the Commission, minimizes the need for making judgments and inferences. It is essential that 
readers accept the definitions set forth in the scoring guide. 

Before scoring begins, test booklets containing the students' actual writing are divided so 
that obvious student and school identification information are separated ftom the compositions. 
Thus, readers cannot be influenced by factors such as geographical location. Each composition is 
scored by two independent readers who in most cases are expected to assign the same score. To 
ensure accuracy in scoring, readers are required to reach a common understanding of the 
defmitions and of applications of the definitions. They receive Haec days of intensive training on 
the scoring guide and anchor papers. Agreement with other readeis and consistent adherence to the 
scoring criteria are monitored throughout the scoring session. Validity papers are circulated among 
the readers throughout scoring to ensure room-wide adherence to the scoring standards. If readers 
do not agree with validity papers a minimum of 70 percent, they are retrained. Team leaders 
receive special training and are able to provide assistance or clarification to readers during each 
scoring session. In addition, the scoring director rescores all compositions on which the two 
scores differ by more than one point. Compositions for which the two scores differ by a single 
point are assigned a mid-point score. For example, if Reader A assigns a composition score of 2 
and Reader B assigns the composition a score of 1 , the score reported to the student and teacher is 

Strict security guidelines are observed for the scoring process. For this reason, readers 
must sign a confidentiality statement, wear an identification badge in the scoring area, and leave all 
scoring materials in the scoring rooms. Security personnel monitor compliance with all security 
guidelmes. 
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Results of the Wriring Tg^f 

Sixth Grade 

Sixth graders were asked to choose their special day and tell why it is special. The prompt 
and direcuons arc shown below. ^ r f f 

Most people have a special day that they enjoy. It cm be a holiday, your birthday, or a day 
oj the week such as Friday or Saturday. Choose any day of the year that you especially enjoy. 
Tell what the day is and explain why you like it. ^ f j j j 

• Name your special day. 

• Give at least two different reasons why it is your special day and explain your reasons. 

• Write in complete paragraphs. 

• Check to be sure you are writing good sentences. 

• Use correct grammar, spelling, capitalization, and punctuation. 



There were 80,902 public school student papers which were scored by two readers and 
rescored if the readers differed by more than one point on a four-point scale. The agreement rate of 
the readers is shown below. 

Table 1. Sixth-Grads Reader Agreement SfahiR 

TotelPubUc Perfect A g reement Acjjaccnt Agrgcment Resolution Peg nir^ 
SitoLEaim — d — Percent „,_n Percent n Vexc^ 

80,902 58,213 71.95% 22,284 27.54% 405 .50% 

The 70 percent criterion rate for perfect agreement required by the State Board of Education was 
exceeded, and the resolutions required were few. Readers had a 77.3 percent perfect agreement 
with the validity papers that were circulated daily. yr- & 

The rating score points ranged from 1 to 4 and arc described below. 
Clarification Tpnipftsitiftn Score Scal^, 

\ ~ exhibits a strong command of clarification writing. 

J = The paper exhibits a reasonable command of clarification writing. 

2 = The paper focuses on a special day and attempts to estabUsh reasons why the day is 

special as opposed to other days. 
1 ~ There is evidence that the writer has read the prompt and attempted to respond to it 
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The sixth- grade writing results are given below. About 9.02 percent of the students 
received a score of 3.5 or 4.0 and about 15.34 percent scored a 1.0 or 1.5. Likewise, 26.69 
percent scored a 3.0 and 14.95 percent scored a 2.0. The standards are quite high for a 4 since the 
paper must show strengths in all four criteria used to assess writing (main idea, supporting dstail, 
organization, and coherence). The 2 score point indicated that the student is able to focus on the 
task with a strategy in mind and give concrete details. The paper remains in the 2 score point 
because of the sparsity of elaboration or an ovcniding flaw in organization and coherence. Less 
than one percent of the papers had problems which made them non-scorable. 

Table 2. Distribution of Writing Scores for Sixth firi^ (1ffrs 

EteEccoiagc Cumulative PCTCcntage 

4.0 2,855 3.53 3.53 

3.5 4,444 5.49 9.02 

3.0 21,589 26.69 35.71 

2.5 12.091 14.95 50.66 

2.0 26.965 33.33 83.99 

1-5 5,749 7.11 91.10 

1 0 6,659 8.23 99.33 

NS 550 0.68 100.01 

A separate score was given for the correct use of accepted English conventions, including 
the student's ability to write complete sentences, to demonstrate appropriate usage of the language, 
and to use appropriate spelling, punctuation, and capitalization. A plus ratings score (+) was given 
if the student had a reasonable level of proficiency in sentence formation, usage, and mechanics. A 
minus score (-) indicated that the writer displayed severe problems in the three criteria listed above. 
Table 3 shows that the two readers per paper agreed that 65.5 percent of the papers used English 
conventions, 16 percent of the papers did not, and 18 peiicent of the papers received a plus from 
one reader and a minus from the otiier reader. Less than one percent of tiie papers were judged to 
be non-scorable and received minus convention scores. 



Table 3. English Convention?! Sc^^ffS for Sixth Gradff n} 

Reader Agrecmgnt n Percentage 

plus/plus (++) 53,026 65.54 

plus/minus (+-) 14,869 18.38 

minus/minus (--) 13,007 16.08 

u J J 9f s^^®^^ scoring 3.0 or higher on the focused holistic scale, more than 83.66 percent 
had double-plus (++) ratings on English conventions. The percentage of double-plus ratings for 
1.0. 1.5, and 2.0 score scales was 33.65 percent, 41.94 percent, and 58.65 percent respectively 
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Eighth graders were asked to write a persuasive composition convincing the principal to 
add a new subject to the school. The prompt and directions are shown below. 

There will be a new subject added to your school. Choose a subject and write a 
letter convincing your principal that the subject you have chosen should be taught. 

As you write, remember to: 

• Be sure to tell your principal why the subject you chose is the best subject to add 

• Give at least two different reasons why your subject is best to add and explain your reasons. 

• Write so that you will convince the principal that you are right 

• Write in complete paragraphs. 

• Check to be sure you are writing good sentences. 

• use correct grammar, spelling, capitalization, and punctuation. 

As with the sixth grade, two readers read each paper with rescoring lequired for any paper 
with scores that differed by 2 or more points. A total of 77,976 public school student papers were 
scored, with 70.42 percent perfect agreement. The overall agreement rates are shown below. 

Table 4. Eiehth Grade Reader Agree ment Status 

ToteiPubUc Perfect AfTBfiment AOiaccnt Agreemgpt Resohition Re.q iiim/< 
^s^Qsmm. —JL^^fficnL -JL^ Percent n 
77,976 54,912 70.42% 22,583 28.96% 481 

The 70% criterion rate for perfect agreement required by the State Board of Education was 
exceeded and the resolutions required were few. Readers had a 77.3 percent perfect agre^ement 
rate with the validity papers that were circulated daily. 

The rating score points ranged from 1 to 4 and are described below. 
Persuasive Compo Mtion Score Sralg 

4 = The response exhibits a strong command of persuasive writing. 
3 = The response exhibits a reasonable command of persuasive writing. 
2 e The response exhibits a weaLiess of persuasive writing. 
1 = The response exhibits a lack of command of persuasive writing. There is evidence 
that the writer has read the prompt and attempted to respond to it 

The eighth-grade writing results show that about 12.59 percent of the students received a 
f?^ 7<rAS^ ^'^ ^^-^^ P®"^"* « 10 or 1.5. About 31.43 percent scored a 

* '"'^ standards arc quite high for a 4 since the paper must 
show strengths in all four cntena used to assess writing (main idea, supportmrdetail. 
organizauon, and coherence). The 2 score point indicates that the student is able to focus on the 
task with a s&ategy in mmd and give clear reasons for the position. The paper remains in the 2 
score point because of the sparsity of elaboration or an overriding flaw m organization and 
coherence. Aboutthreepercentof the papers had problems which made them non-scorable. This 
IS an unusuaUy high number of non-scorables. The majority of these papers were off-topics where 
the students wrote on wntmg prompts tiiat had been used in previous administrations, i.e. "Radios 

16 

8 



should/should not be allowed in school." This may have occurcd in part because students took the 
word "subject" in the prompt to be synonymous with the word "topic" and then wrote on whatever 
they pleased. However, in order to do this, the students had to totally ignore "added to your 
school" and "why it should be taught." This may indicate that students need to be encouraged to 
read the prompt and instructions carefully and then think about them before they begin to write. 



Tables. Distribution of Writing Scorns for Eighth Q 





n 


Percentage 


Cumulative Petrentage 


4.0 


3,857 


4.95 


4.95 


3.5 


5,954 


7.64 


12.59 


3.0 


24,509 


31.43 


A 44.02 


2.5 


12,632 


16.20 


60.22 


2.0 


20,832 


26.72 


86.94 


1.5 


3,997 


5.13 


92.07 


1.0 


4,078 


5.23 


97.30 


NS 


2,117 


2.71 


100.01 



Each student's ability to use accepted English conventions correctly, to write complete sentences, 
to use words appropriately, to spell, punctuate, and capitalize properly was measured by a separate 
score. As with the sixth-grade scoring process, a plus rating (+) was given if the writer 
demonstrated a reasonable level of proficiency, and minus rating (-) was given if there were severe 
problems in using English conventions appropriately. Table 6 shows 63 percent of the 
compositions were acceptable to both readers and 16 percent were not 21 percent received a plus 
fifom one reader and a minus from the other. Less than one percent of the papers were judged to be 
non-scorable and received minus conventions scores. 

Table 6. English Conventions Scores for Eighth Graders 



Reader Agreement n Percentage 

plus/plus (++) 49,100 62.97 

plus/minus (+-) 16,400 21.03 

minus/minus (--) 12,476 16.00 



Of the students scoring 3.0 or higher, more than 81.41 percent received double-plus ratings 
(++). The percentage of double-plus (++) ratings for the students scoring at 1.0, 1.5, and 2.0 was 
21.95, 33.73, and 52.25 respectively. 



Review of Previous Writing Performance 



Making comparisons of writing performance, based on focused holistic scoring, across 
years is difficult due to the pattern of scores that a given prompt produces. One prompt by its very 
nature may produce a distribution of scores that is uniformly higher or lower than another prompt 
Other prompts may tend to be easier to produce reasons and elaborations for and yield greater 
proportions of particular score points. North Carolina's scoring guides maintain exactly the same 
standards across years for a mode of composition; however, the special characteristics of a prompt 
can produce different distributions of scores from these guides. Another problem in making the 
straight comparisons across years is the difference in experience resulting from the actual time of the 
school year the assessment was administered, at what grade level the assessment was administered, 
and the number of years between assessments. Furthermore, emphasis given to each type of 
writing in the curriculum may vary from classroom to classroom. For these reasons, changes in 
writog across years are difficult to interpret However, with these precautions in mind, the data in 
Tables 7,8,9 and 10 are presented. 

.AO, o J^® percentage of students receiving scores of 3.5 or better has decreased from 11.08 in 
1987-88 to 9.02 for clarification writing at grade 6 and from 17.50 to 12.59 for persuasive writing 
at grade 8. However, in the sixth grade, the percentage of students receiving 2.5 or higher has 
mcrcased from 47.40 in 1987-88 to 50.66 in 1989-90. The number of students scoring 2.5 or 
above has decreased from 66.07 percent to 60.22 percent at grade 8. On the other end of the scale, 
the percentage receiving 1.0 and 1.5 at grade 6 increased from 13.70 percent in 1987-88 to 15.34 
this year and from 5.99 in 1987-88 to 10.36 at grade 8. Another obvious difference jicross tlie time 
period is the increase in the non-scorable (off-topic) essays at grade 8. 

The following tables show the score point distribution for the years that descriptive, point- 
of-view, clarification and persuasive writing have been assessed. 



Table?. Distribution of Writing Score s for D£..criprivp. Wriring 

for Sixth Orflrif rs 



1983-84 



1986- 87 





n 


Percentage 


4.0 


3,271 


3.83 


3.5 


3,618 


4.23 


3.0 


17,096 


19.99 


2.5 


10,827 


12.66 


2.0 


32,957 


38.54 


1.5 


6,340 


7.41 


1.0 


10,704 


12.52 


NS 


698 


.82 



Score 


n 


Percentage 


4.0 


1,812 


2.29 


3.5 


2,632 


3.32 


3.0 


9,405 


11.87 


2.5 


8,730 


11.02 


2.0 


24,345 


30.74 


1.5 


9,688 


12.23 


1.0 


22,312 


28.17 


NS 


279 


.36 



1988-89 





.. n 


Percentage 


4.0 


2,255 


2.78 


3.5 


4,081 


5.03 


3.0 


21,223 


26.17 


2.5 


2,875 


15.88 


2.0 


26,133 


32.22 


1.5 


4,966 


6.12 


1.0 


9,136 


11.27 


NS 


427 


.53 



4.0 
3.5 
3.0 
2.5 
2.0 
1.5 
1.0 
NS 



Table 8. Distribution of Writing Scnms fnr aarificatinn Writing 

for Sixth Graders 



.1984-85 



JL 



1,203 
2,138 
12,033 
10,801 
27,879 
11,035 
16,870 
575 

1987-88 



Percentage 
1.45 
2.80 
14.55 
13.06 
33.71 
13.34 
20.40 
.70 



Score 


n 


Edscotage 


4.0 


3,537 


4.59 


3.5 


4,996 


6.49 


3.0 


16,125 


20.93 


2.5 


11,855 


15.39 


2.0 


29,710 


38.56 


1.5 


4,749 


6.16 


1.0 


5,811 


7.54 


NS 


262 


.34 



4.0 
3.5 
3.0 
2.5 
2.0 
1.5 
1.0 
NS 



2.855 
4,444 
21,589 
12,091 
26,965 
5,749 
6,659 
550 



Score 


_ n 


Percentage 


4.0 


1,131 


1.39 


3.5 


2,591 


3.19 


3.0 


14,657 


18.06 


2.5 


12,913 


15.91 


2.0 


38,928 


47.97 


1.5 


5,584 


6.88 


1.0 


4,928 


6.07 


NS 


423 


.52 




1989-90 





PcnsQtagc 

3.53 

5.49 
26.69 
14.95 
33.33 

7.11 

8.23 

0.68 



ERIC 



Table 9. Distribution of Writing Snor es for Point-nf-View Writing 
for Ninth and Eighth nrarigrs 





n . 


Percentage 


4.0 


3,823 


4.10 


1 c 


4,652 


4.99 


'J i\ 


18,788 


20.16 




11,537 


12.38 


z.u 


35,563 


38.15 




6,o44 


7.34 


1 n 


1 1 cac 


12.2o 




4oo 


.50 










4.0 






3.5 






3.0 






2.5 






2.0 






1.5 






1.0 






NS 







n 


Percentage 


4.0 


1,484 


1.79 


3.5 


3,066 


3.69 


3.0 


13,529 


16.30 


2.5 


13,209 


15.91 


2.0 


36,204 


43.61 


1.5 


6,768 


8.15 


1.0 


8,543 


10.29 


NS 


212 


.26 



1986-89 

IL__ 

3,179 
5,237 
23,109 
12,915 
26,562 
4,332 
5,265 
165 



Percentage 
3.94 
6.48 
28.61 
15.99 
32.89 
5.36 
6.52 
.20 



Table 10. Distribution of Writing Scor es for Persuasive Writing 
for Ninth and Eighth GraderR 



mm. 



Score 


n 


Percentage 


4.0 


869 


.99 


3.5 


1,206 


1.38 


3.0 


4,039 


4.61 


2.5 


5,735 


6.54 


2.0 


19,394 


22.12 


1.5 


15,741 


17.95 


1.0 


39,652 


45.23 


NS 


1,035 


1.18 



1985-86 





. n 


Percentage 


4.0 


1,282 


1.48 


3.5 


2,390 


2.75 


3.0 


10,453 


12.03 


2.5 


12,410 


14.29 


2.0 


43,844 


50.47 


1.5 


7,999 


9.21 


1.0 


8,010 


9.22 


NS 


485 


.56 



mm. 



Score 


n 


Percentage 


4.0 


6,664 


8.22 


3.5 


7,525 


9.28 


3.0 


27,202 


33.56 


2.5 


12,169 


15.01 


2.0 


22,361 


27.59 


1.5 


2,307 


2.85 


1.0 


2,541 


3.14 


NS 


278 


.34 



1989-9Q 



Score 


n 


Psrcfioiaee 


4.0 


3,857 


4.95 


3.5 


5,954 


7.64 


3.0 


24,509 


31.43 


2.5 


12,632 


16.20 


2.0 


20,832 


26.72 


1.5 


3,997 


5.13 


1.0 


4,078 


5.23 


NS 


2,117 


2.71 . 



ERIC 
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Figure 1 

Distribution of Descriptive Writing Scores 

Sixth Graders 
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Figure 2 

Distribution of Clarification Writing Scores 

Sixtli Graders 
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Figure 3 

Distribution of Writing Scores for Point- 
of-View for Ninth and Eighth Graders 
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Figure 4 

Distribution of Persuasive Writing Scores 
Ninth and Eighth Graders 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Anrujal Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 
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Non-Handicapped: 4,183 

REGION 2-80UTHEA3T 

Total: 9,310 

Handicapped: 887 

Non-Handicapped: 8,229 

REGION 3 CENTRAL 

Total: 13,515 

Handicapped: 1,253 

Non-Handicapped: 12,131 

REGION 4-SOyTH CENTRAL 

Total: 10,346 

Handicapped: 998 

Non-Handicapped: 9,040 



REGION S-NORTH CENTRAL 
Total: 14, 



»ct 
lua 
jct 
lua 
>ct 
fun 



~ Ui 



lUM 

lot 



let 



turn 

lua 

ict 



Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 



296 
1,356 
12,735 



>ct 



et 
tiui 

fct 
turn 



1?| 

m 



m 



mm 



IIP] 
•ill 

If j 



^9 



i 

hi 



zM 

ih 
'i. 
M 

m 

hi 

m 

» 

m 



h 

m 
\U 

m 
ill 
i 



111 

liii 

W 
1 



h 
1* 

Is: 



»j 



ill 

111 

* 

f i! 



a 



ii\ 



•if 



0 



i! 

4 



lii^ 



2 



ill 



m 

J*' 



% 

m 



27 



NDRIM 
TCSHH 



STATE 




MSKSMUS 



SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1969-1990 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



CONVENTION SCORES 
+ + +- 



REGION 6~S0UTmtEST 

Total: 13,878 

Hand i capped : 1,338 

Non-Handicapped: 12,46i 
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Total: 
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EXCEPTIONAL STUDENT SURVEY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 


GRADE 6 

1 est Date: ucioDer, 1989 




NUMBER 




A n 




FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 




CONVENTION SCORES 




TESTED 




0.0 


3.0 


2.5 


2.0 


1.5 


1.0 


NS 


+ + 


+ - 
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Not Exceptional 


62,769 
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Writing Assessment 1989-1990 
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NUMBER 
TESTED 



FCXJUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



CONVENTION SCORES 
+ + +- 



> 
I 

4>| 



3 is^ 



ERIC 



STATE 

Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Hand i capped : 

REGION 1-NORTHEAST 
Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped : 

BEAUiTORT COUNTY 
Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand i capped : 

WASHINGTON CITY 
Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand i capped : 

BERTIE COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand icappea : 

CAMDEN COUNTY 

Total ! 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped : 



80,902 Pet 
Nun 

7,792 gcJt 



71,839 Pct 



4,693 
474 
4,183 



Ct 
lun 

;ct 

ct 
Mum 



299 pet 

40 ^ct 
lun 

257 Pet 



298 pet 

,« J"" 
18 |Pct 
lun 
280 |>et 
lun 



304 

25 
279 



PCt 
lun 

;ct 

lun 
jet 
lun 



85 jPct 

9 pet 

76 fct 
^un 



l!i 

M 

ij 



0. 



y 

3 jj 

■ 2* 
3J 



0* 



19 



0*1 



2iU\ 



21 



0*1 



24 



27* 



33 



21 



48^? 

11* 



5 



■:5'.i 
14, 



"41 



12. f 



17 



$1 



17j, 

11.: 



16 



w 
"I? 

'!*! 



95*1 



17 



1; 



12 
22. 



11* 



'1: 



12., 

:24*f 



11 



-v2« 

l>l 4 



Ih! 

4l6: 

"J 

42j 



20. 1 

1.; 
11. i 

^: O.i 



\i\ 

li! 

h\ 
h\ 

1*1 

2.i 
Q«i 

Q« 

0« 
0* 

0^ 
0*' 

Q« 

0* 
0* 



Ah 

20.S 



*6 

m 

•fsj 

33*.' 

•It! 



5 



«1 

22 
65 



22*; 



m 



22*5 
21j, 

:.27.f 

.21.1 
5! 

22^ 
24* 



21 



33. 



lii 
i 



17 
50 
12 



13*1 
38*' 



11 



24 
48 



i 



14.. 
44*1 

10*1 



MiMiMllliAi 



NDPrn 

TBsnMPinGii 



SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 
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GRADE 6 



Test Date: October, 1989 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-19&0 



REGION RBGION l-NORTHEAST 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: October, 1989 



MARTIN COUNTY 

Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 

PASQUOTANK COUNTY 
Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand i capped : 

PBRQUINANS COUNTY 
Total: 

Handicapped: 

Hon -Handicapped: 

PITT COUNTY 

Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 

TYRRELL COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Hon -Hand i capped : 

WASHINGTON COUNTY 
Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand i capped : 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 


GRADE 6 


REGION RBGIOM 2-SOUTHEAST 




Test Date: October, 1989 



> 
I 



ERIC 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



STATE 

Total: 80,902 

Handicapped! 7,792 

Non-Handicapped z 71,839 

REGION 2-SOUTHEAST 

Total: 9,310 

Handicapped: 887 

Non-Handicapped: 8,229 

BRUNSMICK COUNTY 

Total: 615 

Handicapped: 59 

Non-Handicapped: 556 

CARTERET COUNTY 

^otal: 616 

Handicapped: 103 

Non-Handicapped: 488 

NEH BERN/CRAVEN COUNTY 

Total: 1,078 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGION REGION 2-SOUTHBAST 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



GRBBNK COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicappftd; 

Non-Handicappad : 

JONES COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped : 

LENIOR COUNTY 

Total : 
Handicapped: 
Non-~Kandi capped : 

KINSTON CITY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non'-Handicapped : 

NEW HANOVER COUNTY 
Total : 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped : 

ONSLOM COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped; 
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REGION REGION 2-SOUTHEAST 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



ERIC 



CAMP LEJEONB 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non -Hand i capped : 

PAMLICO COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand i capped : 

PENDER COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand icappod: 

SAMPSON COUNTY 

Totals 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped: 

CLINTON CITY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand i capped : 

WAYNE COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand i capped : 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 
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Test Date: October, 1989 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGION mOlOH 2~S0UTHEAST 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



GOLDSBORO CITY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non**Hand icapped : 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Caroiina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGION REG I OH 3 -CENTRAL 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
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+ + +_ 



STATE 

Total; 
Handicapped: 
Non -Handicapped : 

REGION 3-CBNTRAL 
Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand i capped : 

DURHAM COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped: 

DURHAM CITY 

Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped: 

EJGECOMBE COUNTY 
Total : 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped: 

TARBORO CITY 

Total: 

HandicippeU: 

Non-Handicapped : 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGION REGION 3-CBNTRAL 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FRANKLIN COUNTY 
Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped : 

FRANKLINTON CITY 
Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped : 

GRANVILLE COUNTY 
Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped: 

HALIFAX COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand i capped : 

ROANOKE RAPIDS CITY 
Total; 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand icapped : 

HBLOON CITY 

Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGION REGION 3-CENTRAL 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Aitnual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGION REGION 3~CENTRAL 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 
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WARREN COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped : 

WILSON COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand i capped : 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGION RBGFON 4~S0UTH CENTRAL 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TPSTED 



STATE 

Total: 80,902 

Handicappad: 7,792 

Non-Handicapped: 71,839 



ERIC 



REGION 4-SOUTK CENTRA 
Total: 



Handicapped: 998 

Non-Hand i capped: 9,040 
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Total: 435 

Handicapped: 57 
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Non-Handicapped: 535 

NHITEVILLE CITY 
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Total: 3,234 
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GRADE 6 



Test Date: October, 1989 
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DAVIDSON COUNTY 

Total: 1,211 

Handicapped; 105 

Non-Handicapped: 1,099 

LEKINGTON CITY 

Total: 222 

« 

Handicapped: 19 

Non-Handicapped: 202 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 
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Test Date: October, 1989 
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GRADE 6 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
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Non-Handicapped : 
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Test Date: October, 1989 
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Test Date: October, 1989 
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Test Date: October. 1989 
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EXCEPTIONAL STUDENT SURVEY REPORT 

1 ne Nortn oaroiina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 
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Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped: 

REGIOH 1-HORTHBAST 
Total: 
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Non-Hand i capped : 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 
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NUMBER 
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Total : 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped : 
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Total: 
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Non-Handicapped : 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGION RBGION l-NORTHBAST 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGION RIG ION 2-SOUTHBAST 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGION REGION 2-SOUTHEAST 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGION RK6I0N 2-SOUTMEAST 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGION REGION 2-SOUTHEAST 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



GOLDSBORO CITY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped: 
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REGION RBGIOM 3-CINTRAL 



SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



> 
I 



STATE 

Total: 
Handicapp«d: 
Noii'-lland i cappad : 

REGION J-CBNTRAL 
Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped : 

DURHMI COUNTY 

Total: 
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Non-Hand i capped : 

DURHAM CIT7 

Total: 
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Non-Handicapped : 

EDGECOMBE COUNTY 
Total: 
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Non-Handicapped: 

TARBORO CITY 

Total: 
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REGION RBGION 3-CBNTRAL 



SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



CONVENTION SCORES 
+ + +- 



FRANKLIN COUNTY 
Total; 
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Non-Handicapped ; 

FRANKLINTON CITY 
Total; 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped ; 

GRANVILLE COUNTY 
Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped : 

HALIFAX COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non'-Hand icapped : 

ROANOKE RAPIDS CITY 
Total: 
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Non'-Hand icapped ; 
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Non-Hand icapped : 
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RECKON REGION 3-CBNTRAL 



SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing A8se«»8ment 1989-1990 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October. 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 



NS 



CONVENTION SCORES 
+ + +- 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REOION RIG ION 3-CENTRAL 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMPCR 
TESTlJ 



NARREN COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand i capped : 

WILSON COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped : 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGION RI6I0N 4-SOUTH CENTRAL 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



CONVENTION SCORES 
+ + -f- 



> 
I 
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ERIC 
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Total: 77,976 



Handicapped; 


6,101 
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70,372 
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Total: 10,044 
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3,124 


Handicapped: 


285 
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■II5VSMUS 
REGION REGION 4-SOUTH CBNTRAL 



SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FT BRAGG 



Total : 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 
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HOKB C0UNT7 




A V b III A • 




HundicaDDed! 




NAn"»llAfirl i r*JinnArl • 




LEE COUNTY 




Total: 


540 


Handicapped: 


21 
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GRADE 8 



Test Date: October,1989 



CONVENTION SCORES 
+ + +- 
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SUMMARY REPORT 




1 n9 iMOl in uaroiina Annual lestinQ Program 
writing Assessment 1989-1990 


GRADE 8 


REGION REGION 4-SOUTH CENTRAL 




Test Date: Octobert 1989 
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TESTED 



RICHMOND COUNTY 
Total: 
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Non-Handicapped: 
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Total: 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGION RIGION 5-NORTH CENTRAL 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October. 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



STATE 

Total: 
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70 


r372 


REGION 5-NORTH CENTRAL 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGMON RBGION S-MORTH CBNTRAL 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 
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REGION RK6I0N 5-MORTH CENTRAL 



SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
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FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
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REGION REGION 5-NORTH CENTRAL 



SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



ROCKINGHAM COUNTY 
Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand i capped : 

EDEN CITY 

Total : 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 

MESTBRN ROCKINGHAH CITY 
Total: 
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REIDSVILLE CITY 
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Handicapped: 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGION RIGION 6-SOUTHHEST 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 



STATE 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



Total: 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGHON REGION 6-80UTHt9BST 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 
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Handicappad: 
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Total: 
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Total: 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGION REGION e-SOUTHMBST 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



STANLT COUNTY . 

Total : 

Handlcappads 
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Non-Hand icappad : 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



STATB 

Total: 
Handicappad: 
Non-Hand i capped : 

REGION 7 -NORTHWEST 
Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped: 

ALEXANDSri COUNTY 
Total: 

Handicapped: 
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Total: 
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Total: 
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Non-Handicapped: 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: OctobeM989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REQK)N RIGIOM 7-NORTHHBST 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 
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TESTED 



IREDELL COUNTY 
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Handicapped: 
Non-Hand i capped : 
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Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Rand i capped : 

STATBSVILLB CITY 
Total: 
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Non-Hand i capped : 
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Total: 
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Non-Handicapped: 
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Total: 
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Non-Hand i capped : 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGION REGION 7-NORTHHSST 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 
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Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handi capped : 

HILKBS COUNTY 

Total: 
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Non-Handicapped : 
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Total: 
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SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



REGION RB6I0N 8-IIESTBRN 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 



NS 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 
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Non-Handicapped: 
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ASREVILLE CtT7 

Total: 
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CHEROKEE COUNTY 

Total: 
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Non-Handicapped: 

CHEROKEE rEDERAL 
Total: 
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REGION REGION 8-lfBSTBRN 



SUMMARY REPORT 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1989-1990 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: October, 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



CLA7 COUNTY 

Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 

GRAHAM COUNTY 

Total : 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand icc^pped : 

HAYIfOOO COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped : 

HENDERSON COUNTY 
Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped: 

HENDERSONVILLB CITY 

Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Hand i capped : 

JACKSON COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand i capped : 
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NUMBER 
TESTED 



MACON COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-'Handiciappod : 

MADISON COUNTY 

Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand i capped : 

MCDOWELL COUNTY 
Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Hand i capped : 

MITCHEELL COUNTY 
Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped: 

POLK COUNTY 

Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped: 

RUTMIRrORO COUNTY 
Total: 

Handicapped: 

Non-Handicapped: 
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GRADE 8 



Test Date: October. 1989 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



o 



SWAIN COUNTY 

Total: 115 

Handicapped: 18 

Non-Handicapped: 97 

TRANSYLVANIA COUNTY 

Total: 303 

Handicapped: 24 

Non-Hand i capped : 279 

YANCEY COUNTY 

Total: 199 

Handicapped: 11 

Non-Handicapped: 188 
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